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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mostrom [U.S. Pat. 5,921,355]. 

Regarding claim 1: Mostrom discloses an automobile anti-theft device which comprises 
all the subject matters as follow: 

a) A safety enhancer (device designed to prevent something which may happen) in the 
form of the Frustrator Model C, figure 1, col. 2, line 22. 

b) A controller is met by the bi-directional electric motor 9, figure 1, col. 2, lines 43. 
Since Mostrom teaches the Frustrator Model C (safety enhancer) operated by the electric 

motor 9 (the controller) controlled by the ignition system (col. 2, lines 13-18), it would be 
obvious to the skilled artisan to readily recognize that the device of Mostrom may only activate 
(make active) or deactivate the safety enhancer by turning the motor on or off in order to prevent 
an undesirable event. 

Regarding claim 10: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 
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3. Claims 2-6, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hershberger [U.S. Pat. 4,485,375] in view of Mostrom [U.S. Pat 5,921,355]. 

Regarding claim 2: Hershberger discloses a grip-responsive dozing driver alarm 
comprising: 

a) The sounder 118 and the lamp 120 (a signal generator) capable of rousing the driver, 
figure 8, col. 5, lines 9-10. 

b) The controller to activate the signal generator is met by the switches 80 and, 82, figure 
8, col. 5, lines 8-10. 

Hershberger discloses the alarm system is activated when both the ignition switch and the 
enabling switch 224 are turned on. Figure 9, col. 5, lines 57-59. Hershberger fails to disclose the 
signal generator may only be deactivated by tuming the motor off. However, Mostrom teaches 
that the safety enhancer is turned on or off by the ignition system as shown in figure 1, col. 1, 
lines 32-44. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the 
teaching of Mostrom into the system as disclosed by Hershberger, so that once activated, the 
safety enhancer may only be deactivated by tuming the motor off in order to increase safety. 

Regarding claim 3: Hershberger discloses an electric buzzer 118, figure 8, col. 4, lines 

30-36. 

Regarding claims 4 and 5: Hershberger discloses the warning lamp 120, figure 8, col. 4, 
lines 30-36. 

Regarding claim 6: Hershberger also discloses the enabling electric switch 224 as shown 
in figure 9, col. 5, lines 51-55. 

Regarding claim 11: Hershberger discloses a stimulator for use by a sleepy driver col. 2, 
lines 37-42. 
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4. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hershberger in 
view of Mostrom, and further in view of Boser et al. [U.S. Pat, 5,389,913 ] 

Regarding claims 7 and 9: The combination fails to disclose the changeover relay. 
However, Boser et al. disclose a warning system for vehicles comprising a relay 32 as shown in 
figure 2, col. 3, lines 8-15. It is seen that a relay is the device that responds to a small current or 
voltage change by activating switches, is old and well known in the art. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to the skilled artisan to utiUze the relay 32 of Boser et al. into the system as 
disclosed by Hershberger and Mostrom for providing a source of power to the safety enhancer. 

Regarding claim 8: The combination does not disclose a diode as claimed. However, 
Boser et al, disclose the diode 28 as shown in figure 2, col. 2, lines 50-52. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the diode 28 of Boser et al. into 
the system as taught by Hershberger and Mostrom for protecting the current lines impeding flow 
back through relay switch. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Phung Nguyen whose telephone number is (703)308-6252. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:00am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner*s 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu, can be reached on (703) 308-6730. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 305-3988. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 
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